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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to applicants' response filed on 06/12/2007. 

2. Claims 33-46 are pending. 

3. Claims 1-32 are cancelled. 

4. Claims 41-46 are new. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 33 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 43 recites the limitation "the station" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 33-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as befing unpatentable 
over Sharma et al (2002/0068559 A1 ; hereinafter Sharma) in view of Albert et al 
(2003/0177389 Al; hereinafter Albert) and further in view of Nordstrom et al 
(7,136,907 B1; hereinafter Nordstrom). 

Regarding claim 33, Sharma discloses: 

A method for managing a computer system including a computing node and one 
or more mobile devices (see, for example, abstract; [0010]-[0012]), comprising: 

running a discovery program to detect one or more mobile devices or resources 
(see. for example. [0061H0062]; [0066H0067]); 

determining information regarding one or more mobile devices or resources 
based on at least one of a registry resource, a file resource, a process resource, a 
network management parameter, a data format, a packet format, a synchronization log 
entry, a directory structure, a database entry, the presence of an executable program 
and attributes associated with a mobile device or resource (see, for example, [0020]; 
[0039]; [0047]; [0064]). 

Sharma. however, does not expressly disclose: 

using the determined mobile device information for managing security of the 
computer system from the network side of the network connection. 
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Albert discloses: 

using the determined mobile device information to manage security of the 
computer system from the network side of the network connection (see, for example, 
Figs. 3 & 4; [0024]; [0071]-[0072]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill In the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement in the system of Sharma, a mechanism to use the 
information of a mobile device connecting to the network to manage the security of a 
computer system as taught in Albert, because it would be helpful to regulate access to a 
computer system (Albert, [0024]). 

Sharma in view of Albert does not expressly disclose that detecting mobile 
devices or resources previously, but not currently, connected to the network. 

Nordstrom discloses a system for dynamically informing an operating system of a 
distributed computer system, when a (new) device is added on the network (col. 1, lines 
60-67; col. 2, lines 18-21). Nordstrom also discloses that the invented system is capable 
of discovering a device that has previously been connected to the network (col. 2, lines 
60-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the Invention was made to implement in the system of Sharma In view of 
Albert, a scheme to also detect the devices that have been connected to network 
previously as taught in Nordstrom, because the Information about the devices that have 
been connected to the network at a time period in the past could be used in the 
evaluation and management of the computing system security. 
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Regarding claim 34, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 33 further including scanning the computer system based 
on a scan profile to detect the one or more mobile devices (see, for example, [0021], 
where the configuration data corresponds to the recited profile; [0027]; [01 1 3]). 

Regarding claim 35, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 33, wherein the discovery program is run in at least one of a 
remote central station or a local computing node (see, for example, [0010]; [0091]). 

Regarding claim 36, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 33 further including grouping the located mobile devices or 
resources by type and other attribute (see, for example, [0059]; [0062]). 

Regarding claim 37, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 34, wherein the scan profile contains information regarding 
at least one of network, domain, IP address, netmask, and computer identity to be 
scanned, time of synchronization and device connection (see, for example, [0076]). 

Regarding claim 38, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 34, wherein the scan profile contains information regarding 
at least one of network, domain, |P address, netmask, and computer identity not to be 
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scanned (see, for example, [0076]; [0090]; [0140]-[0141]). 
Regarding claim 39, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 34, wherein the results of scanning are analyses and 
populated and stored and displayed to the users (see, for example, [0022]; [0034]; 
[0059]). 

Note: Examiner assumed "analyzed" instead of the word "analyses" above due to 
a typo (see specification, page 6, lines 20-21). 

Regarding claim 40, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 33, wherein the gather mobile device information include at 
least one of device type, device identity, synchronization software type, synchronization 
software availability, synchronization software location, synchronization software 
version number, previous synchronization information, data and time of last 
synchronization, the type of device used during previous synchronization, 
synchronization ID, device owner information, type of applications and files installed or 
used on the mobile device, file size, file name, file attribute, manufacturer information, 
time of all completed and incomplete synchronization and data access and connections 
performed, type of data and information transferred to and from a mobile device and a 
resource (see, for example, [0022]; [0030]; [0038]; [0059]; [0090]). 

Regarding claims 41 and 42, Sharma discloses: 
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The method of claim 33, further comprising at least one of locking and 
denying access to an unauthorized mobile device attempting to access the computer 
system (see, for example, [0007], lines 18-20; [0010]; [0024], where management of 
assets and devices implies that the security system also would block an unauthorized 
device(s) to connect to the network as it is a well known practice in the art; [0065]). 

Regarding claims 43 and 44, Sharma discloses: 
The method of claim 42, wherein the locking step comprises 
transmitting security software to the station (see [0004]; [0022]; [0044]; [0063]). 

Regarding claim 45, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 33, wherein the discovery program is run locally 
at the computing node (see [0027]; [0033]), 

Regarding claim 46, Sharma discloses: 

The method of claim 33, wherein the step of running the discovery 
program results in detection of at least one of a device type, connection profile, or 
location of at least one of the mobile devices and resource devices (see [0022]; [0058]; 
[0059]). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent Application Pub. No. 2002/0120599 A1 to Knouse et al. 

US Patent Application Pub. No. 2004/0019807 A1 to Freund et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdulhakim Nobahar whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3808. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 8-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. • 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



August 7, 2007 



Abdulhakim Nobahar 
Examiner, Art Unit 2132 /* 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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